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FA1-1 The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s (FWS) comments under section 7 of 
the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (ESA) concurring with the FERC’s 
determinations of effects on listed species in the vicinity of Ehrenberg, 
Arizona and the area of the Colorado River where the pipeline would cross 
under the river are noted.  
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FA1-2 See the response to comment FA1-1. 

FA1-1 
(cont’d) 
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FA1-3 It is noted that no further section 7 consultation is required for the proposed 
Project in Arizona or at the Colorado River at this time.  The FERC will 
continue to coordinate with the FWS and the Arizona Game and Fish 
Department.  The assigned consultation number will be included on all 
future correspondence regarding the proposed Project.   

FA1-2 
(cont’d) 
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FA2-1 Thank you for participating in the environmental review process under 
section 7 of the ESA.  It is noted that the FWS has received or has access 
to all of the information necessary for the FERC to initiate formal 
consultation.  The assigned log number will be included on all future 
correspondence regarding the proposed Project. 
 
 
 
 

FA2-2 The FWS’ comments concurring with the FERC’s determinations of effects 
on listed species in California are noted. 
 
 
 

 

FA2-3 The FWS’ Biological Opinion (BO) was issued on April 20, 2007.  The BO 
has been addressed in the analysis in Section 4.7 and included in the final 
EIS/EIR as Appendix R.   

FA2-1 

FA2-2 
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FA3-1 In a letter dated December 22, 2006, the FERC informed the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) that it believed adequate time had 
been provided to review the draft EIS/EIR, particularly since the comment 
period was 90 days instead of the typical 45-day CEQA/National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) comment period.  As such, the FERC did 
not formally extend the comment period.  However, the December 22, 2006 
letter further stated that the FERC will consider all comments received 
within a time frame that allows for their review before the issuance of the 
final EIS/EIR, including those submitted outside of the comment period.  In 
a letter dated January 22, 2007, the EPA submitted its comments on the 
draft EIS/EIR (see comment letter FA6).  Those comments are addressed 
in the responses to comments FA6-1 to FA6-18.  
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FA4-1 Section 4.15.6 has been revised to acknowledge a potential cumulative 
impact on traffic if the Bureau of Reclamation’s (BOR) Drop 2 Storage 
Reservoir Project is constructed at the same time as the Imperial Irrigation 
District (IID) Lateral and that North Baja would continue coordination efforts 
with the BLM and the BOR. 

FA4-1 
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Federal Agencies 4 
 

FA4-2 As discussed in Section 1.2.3, the BLM would consider the issuance of an 
amended Right-of-Way Grant and associated Temporary Use Permit that 
would apply to all BLM-managed and BOR-administered lands and would 
consider the concurrence or non-concurrence of the BOR in making its 
decision.  The FERC and the CSLC will continue to coordinate with the 
BOR regarding environmental and cultural resources issues on BOR-
administered lands.  
 

FA4-3 The list of acronyms and abbreviations as well as Section 4.1.2 have been 
revised to correctly define “USGS” as “U.S. Geological Survey.”  
 

FA4-4 Section 4.3.2.3 has been revised to explain that the well search distance of 
150 feet from the construction work area is specified in Title 18 Code of 
Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 380.12(d)(9) and that wells further from the 
construction work area would not likely be impacted by the Project under 
most conditions.  Section 4.3.2.3 has also been revised to identify some of 
the factors, other than distance, that determine the potential for a well to be 
impacted by construction activities. 

FA4-2 

FA4-3 

FA4-4 
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FA5-1 Section 4.15.6 has been revised to acknowledge a potential cumulative 
impact on traffic if the BOR’s Drop 2 Storage Reservoir Project is 
constructed at the same time as the IID Lateral and that North Baja would 
continue coordination efforts with the BLM and the BOR. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FA5-2 As discussed in Section 1.2.3, the BLM would consider the issuance of an 
amended Right-of-Way Grant and associated Temporary Use Permit that 
would apply to all BLM-managed and BOR-administered lands and would 
consider the concurrence or non-concurrence of the BOR in making its 
decision.  The FERC and the CSLC will continue to coordinate with the 
BOR regarding environmental and cultural resources issues on BOR-
administered lands. 
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(cont’d) 


